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Pt. File No. 1/27/91-Public 


Ministry of Home Affairs 
( Public Section ) 

SI .No. 1( Receipt) pp. 1-6/cor. F . R . 


11 Please put up on file." 


ltd. 

Joint Secretary ( Admn. ) 
4.10.1993. 


In Writ Petition C.O. 6720(W) of 1993 - Bijan Ghosh Versus 
Union of India and others in the High Court of Calcutta, notice was 
served upon the Attorney General of India and the High Court 
expected the Attorney General to^ appear or to be properly 

represented. Accordingly, a reference was made to the Deputy 
Central Government Advocate, requesting him to get in touch with 
the Attorney General and arrange for his representation in the 
Court on the next date of hearing on 29th Seotember, 1993 . 

2. The matter was discussed by Shri M. Venkateswara Iyer, 

Joint Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs, with the Additional 
Solicitor General [Shri Altaf Ahmad) on 26th September, 1993. On 
27th September, 1993, Shri P. Parmeswaran, Deputy Central Govt. 
Advocate informed Shri Iyer, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Home 

Affairs on phone that Shri K.T.S. Tulsi, Additional Solicitor 

General has been asked by the Attorney General to appear on 
behalf of the Union of India and ; if necessary^ to represent Attorney 
General also in the High Court of Calcutta on 29th September, 1993. 
Accordingly, Shri Tulsi left Delhi in the evening of 28th 

September, 1993; attended the hearing on 29th Seotember, 1993 and 
returned to Delhi by morning flight on 30th September, 1993. 

3. According to o!m. No.F.18[l)/86-Judl. dated the 12th 
January, 1987, issued by the Deoartment of Legal Affairs regarding 
revision of fee payable to Law Officers w.e.f. January, 1987, para 
2[a) provides as under: - 

"For appearances in the Supreme Court and High Courts at 
Delhi, Bombay, Calcutta, Madras and Karnataka, the 
expenditure in connection with the fee payable to Law 
Officers is to be borne by the Deoartment of Legal Affairs, 
Ministry of Law and Justice. * The fee bills are to be 
processed by the concerned Litigation Sections or the 
Branch Secretariat of this Department, as the case may be, 
and the payment is to be made to the Law Officers by them 
directly. However, the expenditure relating to TA/DA 
payable to Law Officers for their appearances in High 
Courts at Bombay, Calcutta, Madras and Karnataka is to be 
borne by the Ministry/ Departments on whose request the 
Law Officer conducts the case in the concerned High 
Court . " 

Further, sub -para [b) of para 2 provides as under: - 

"For appearance in various High Courts [other than those 
mentioned in (a) above , other Courts , before the 
Arbitrators, Commissions of Inquiry, Tribunals etc. and in 
cases conducted in foreign countries, the entire expenditure 
on account of the fee and TA/DA etc. payable to Law 
Officers is to be borne by the Ministry/Department 
concerned which engages them (through the Ministry of Law 
6 Justice) to conduct the case on behalf of the Union of 
India." 


> 
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4. Since the Additional Solicitor General put in an appearance 

in the High Court at Calcutta, in accordance with the provisions of 
para 2(a) referred to above, the fee bills are to be processed by 
the concerned Litigation Sections or the Branch Secretariat of the 
Department of Legal Affairs, as the case may be, and the payment 
is to be made to the Law Officers by them directly. However, 
expenditure relating to TA/DA is to be borne by the concerned 
Ministry on whose request the Law Officer conducted the case in 
the concerned High Court. Accordingly, all arrangements for 
boarding and lodging, transport and security ( as demanded by 

Additional Solicitor General) were made by the Ministry of Home 
Affairs. However, the fee bill submitted by Shri Tulsi (placed 
below in original at Slip ’A 1 ) are to be settled by the Department 
of Legal Affairs themselves. 

5. In view of the position explained earlier regarding the 

circumstances for engaging the Additional Solicitor General to 
represent the Union of India and if necessary the Attorney General 
for India also, necessary approval by the Ministry of Law 6 

Justice, Department of Legal Affairs, may please be accorded. It 

is further requested that the fee bill submitted by the Additional 
Solicitor General may also be settled by the Department of Legal 
Affairs and this Ministry informed of the action taken in the 

matter. 


6. It would not be out of place to mention here that the next 
date of hearing in this case has been fixed by the High Court of 
Calcutta on 6th December, 1993, when again Additional Solicitor 
General would be representing the Union of India, 

7 . After the above position has been seen and approved by 
JS(A) , these papers will be sent to Department of Legal Affairs for 
necessary follow up action. 

Submitted . 


Director(Q^. S Vig.) 


( V.P. Bhatia ) 

Under Secretary/12.10.93. 
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Department af Legal Affairs 
Judicial Sect! an 


V 


V i0 “ 


The proposal is far the ex-past facta approval 
af engagement af Shrl K.T.S. Tulsi* Addl . Salicitar 
General* aha was engaged by Ministry af Home Affairs 
in W.P. Na.C.G. 6720 (w) /93 - Bijan Ghash vs. U.C.I. 
in the Calcutta High Caurt. 

2. In this case the High Caurt had issued net ice 

ta the Attemey General. The Atterney General requested 
Shri K.T.S* Tulsi* Addl. Salicitar General ta appear 
an behalf af Unien of India and ta represent the Attemey 
General alsa in the High Caurt af Calcutta an 29-9-1993. 
The Addl. Salicitar General appeared accerdingly in 
the Calcutta High Caurt an 29.9.1993. All arrangements 
were made by the Department. The case is again fixed 
far hearing an 6.12.1993 when Shri Tulsi would be 
representing the U.O.I* and the Attorney General again. 

3. In viev. of the above* formal appraval far the 
engagement af Shri K*T.S. Tulsi on his usual terms and 
conditions may be given. 


Submitted. 


( 


CUL 

U.K* JHA ) 




Assistant Legal Adviser 
14.10.1993. 












A* C I>Tr. k/ • 3 




Sh • <uva<a. , A • 




{JL- 

' r>/ A*} 3 


a^>( 7 » 


V 

uJU^r^Pp^ 

L) , tc. $ #^7 &n»-eC- Ca^-/ — — " ” 


fife- 1 T 


rv-> F fvo A' 




t 


<r- 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


Reference this Ministry's note on pages 1-3/ante and the 
Department of Legal Affairs' note o* , 

2. Formal approval of Shri K.T.S. Tulsi, Additional Solicitor 
General for representing the Union of India and the Attorney General 
again on 6th December, 1993, has already been obtained. However, 
Shri Altaf Ahmad, Additional Solicitor General who settled the affidavit 
on behalf of Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs claiming privilege 
could not go on the last date of hearing i.e. 29th September, he 
was consulted again if he could now make it convenient to attend 
the hearing in the Calcutta High Court on 6th December, 1993. 

He has very kindly agreed to represent the Union of India etc. 

It has also been indicated by him that he would like to be assisted 
by Shri P. Parmeswaran, Deputy Central Government Advocate, Central 
Agency Section, Supreme Court during this hearing on 6th December, 1993 . 

3. As per the scheme of the Department of Legal Affairs about 
the engagement of Law Officers, necessary court fee will be borne 
by the Branch Secretariat, Calcutta and board and lodging arrangements 
will be made and settled by this Ministry. 

4. Before we go in for making necessary to and fro journey 
arrangements by air a3 also board and lodging arrangements, the 
Ministry of Law & Justice, Department of Legal Affairs (Judicial 
Section) may kindly see and agree to the engagement of Shri Altaf 
Ahmad, Additional Solicitor General assisted by Shri P. Parmeswaran, 
Deputy Central Government Advocate for the hearing in the Calcutta 
High Court on 6th December, 1993. 

5. This may kindly bee treated as Most Urgent. 


Wikob*. — ■ 

(V.P: Bhatia) 

Under Secretary/ 1-12-1993 


DIRECTOR VIG.) 
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MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE, DEPTT ■ OF LEGAL 

JHA, ASSTT. LEGAL ADVISER, ROOM NO. 441 -A) 

MHA U.O. NOTE No. 1/27/ 91-Public dated 1-12-1993. 
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AFFAIRSO 


(SHRI U.K. 




„ it • 

Department of ^egal Affairs 
Judicial Section 


The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Shri Altaf Ahmed# ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in VJ.P.No* CO 6720/93 — Bijan Ghose v. 
Union of India* 

2* In the above noted matter# we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.S. Hulsi, but it appears 
from the Department* s note that Shri Tulsi could not 
go* Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however# given his consent to 
appear ih the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P* Parameswaran# Addl* Government 
Advocate, CAS* Supreme Court on the next date of hearing* 

3. In ' view of the above# the proposal is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Law Officer. 




Hr* w* 

P. S t- Addl. S#C&* g 

Sl* Nil j 

. Dated ; 


Submitted pi. 



A. 


SfecL 

( U.K. JHA ) 

Assistant ^egal Adviser 
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MOST IMMEDIATE 
BY SPECIAL MESSENGER 


MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 


Subject:- C.O. 6?20fW)/93 - Bijan Ghosh Versus Union of India and 
Others in the High Court of CalcuttB. 


This case was discussed yesterday with the Additional 
Solicitor-General by me along with the Deputy Central Government 
Advocate. 

2, I mentioned that Court Notice has been served in this case 

upon the Attorney-General of India and the High Court expects the 
Attorney-General to appear or to be properly represented. 


3. The next date of hearing is 29 Set 
Wednesday 


'the 


Jjgming_ 


4. The original Court Notice, stated to have been served upon 
the Attorney-General, does not seem to have been received in this 
Ministry. However, copies of the papers received from the 
Department of Legal Affairs are sent herewith. The Department of 
Legal Affairs ID No. 44(5)/93-Judl, dated 16.2.1993 says that the 
Court * Notice in original served upon the Attorney -General is 
enclosed. However, it has not been received in this Ministry. 

5. The Attorney-General is already aware of this case. The 
Deputy Central Government Advocate may please get in touch with him 
and arrange for the Attorney -General to be represented in Court on 
29 September, 1993. 



During discussion yesterday. 







■Solicitor-General 

■Lfrai After nSS. 



the records. On the 
of hearing, the Additional Solicitor-General will himself 
appear on behalf of the Union of India. It is possible that the 

Attorney-General will also be represented by him in the Court. 

7. Necessary action may kindly be taken immediately and this 
Ministry informed today itself about the position. 


/ '(M. Venkateswara Iyer) 

Joint Secretary 




Shri P. Farmeshwaran, Deputy Central Government Advocate. Central 

Agency Section. Supreme Court. New Delhi. 

MHA ID No. 1/27/91-Public dated 27.9.1993 


8r 




IVLO'Vvvi'^l ^'^' A 

''* '7 ts>m if 


- *v 




Dear Mr . Iyer , 



TOT 

ADDITIONAL SOLICITOR-GENERAL 
INDIA 

Supreme Court of India, 

New Delhi . 

September 30, 1993 


Re: C.O. No . 6720( W) /1993 , Bijan Ghosh 
Vs. Union of India. 

I 

_ Hearing in the above case before Justice Shyamal Sen went 
off quite well yesterday. The Judge clearly told the petitioner's 
counsel that unless the notification accepting Khosla Committee 
report was challenged and set aside, the presumption under the 
Evidence Act cannot be displaced. Several lawyers made streneous 
efforts to incite the emmotions of those present and the judge, 
but the judge remained unmoved. Eventually, the petitioner sought 
leave of the court to challenge the validity of the notification 
by which the Khosla Committee’s report was accepted by the 
Government of India. A copy of the notification has already been 
placed by me on the record of the Court. 


However, the court has desired that an additional 
affidavit should be filed by the Home Secretary explaining the 
delay in taking steps to comply orders of the Court on 3 earlier 
dates. A draft affidavit on the lines of lack of communication, 
giving specific references to the correspondence exchanged, may be 
drafted and the same may be got settled from me, if so desired. 
A£ copy of the notification and/or Press Communique of Rashtrapati 
Bhavan awarding Bharat Ratna to IJetaji Subhash Chandra Bose is 
also required to be produced before the Court. The same can be 
annexed to the affidavit. 


The court has also desired that Secretary, Education in 
the Ministry of Human Resource Development may file an affidavit / 
explaining the reasons for non_compl iance of orders of the High 
Court. The best reason that can be mentioned is that that there 
has been no occupant of the post of Secretary, Human Resource 
Development since 1990. However, a draft affidavit may be got 
settled from me. Photo copies of the news report of today's 
Calcutta newspapers are enclosed for your information. 

My fee bill (in triplicate) is also enclosed for early 
settlement . 
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Netaji’s nephew challenges 
-| death report 

By Our Legal Reporter 


*® CONTROVERSY 


■ Calcutta High Court has di- 
rected the Union of India to pro- 
duce copies of the Khosla Commis- 
sion notification 


I S Netaji Suhhas Chandra Bose aiive or dead? 

This Question, agitating the minds of millions 
of people in India, was the central theme of the 
arguments advanced by Netaji's nephew, Mr 
Amiya Nath Bose, and the Additional Solicitor- 
General of India, Mr K, T. $, Tulsi. before Mr 
Justice Shyamal Kumar Sen of Calcutta High 
Court on Wednesday, 

Mr Bose said the U.S, Intelligence report had 
come to a definite finding that there was no air 
crarh at Taihoku in August, 1945, It had also 
concluded that Netaji had safely arrived in 
Manchuria some time in August, 1945 'This 
and other facts make it abundantly dear that 
Netaji did not die in any air crash at Taihoku 1 '; 
he said. 

In December, 1945, Alfred Wagg, war corres- 
pondent of the Chicago Tribune, told Mr Bose's 
father, the late Sarat Chandra Bose, that he had 
accompanied the Intelligence party that had 
been sent from General MacArthur's Headquar- 
ters to Taihoku to inquire into the alleged air 
crash there in August, 1945, Mr Wagg said 
there was no air crash el Taihoku in August* 
1945, as announced by the Domei news agency. 

IF the news broadcast from Japan that Netaji 
had died in a hospital at Taihoku was correct 
there should have been a death certificate. Mr 
Bose said no such certificate had been pro- 
duced either before the Shall Nawaz Committee 
or the Khosla Commission 

Mr Bose submitted that one of the dose con- 
fidants of Candhiji. Klmrshed Naoroji. had 
written a letter to Louis Fischer presumably on 
behalf of Gandhiji, He had annexed a photo- 
copy of that letter to his affidavit. It conclusive- 
ly proved that Netaji was alive in July* 1946. 
‘This letter completely demolishes the story of 
the alleged air crash and the reports of the Shah 
Nawaz Committee and the Khosla Commis- 
sion'’. he said, adding; "Netaji was in Russia in 
July, 1946", 

Those who worked with Netaji in those days 
had stated that he used a round wrist watch, Mr 
Bose took a wrist watch out of his pocket and 
said: "Here is a watch which is rectangular. I 
produce this watch for inspection by the 
court". The rectangular watch had been hand- 
ed over to the Bose family by lawaharlal Nehru, 
who claimed that it was found on Nelaji's wrist 
afler the air crash. 

Mr Bose said the Central Government's deci- 
sion to confer Bharat Ralna on Netaji posthum- 
ously was a "crude and clumsy" attempt to 
dishonour him. The Government had not dis- 
closed why it had decided to confer Bharat 
Raltia on Netaji posthumously. The Govern- 
ment had neither disclosed any material or 
document to prove when where and how Neta- 
ji died. The people of India had a right to 
detailed jnfiirftifltioi; about die alleged death ai 


Netaji, he said. 

In his affidavit* Mr Bose alleged that it w r 
(awahadal Nehru, the then Prime Minisl- 
who had obstructed a full Inquiry into i\ 
alleged air crash in which Netaji had alleged 
died. He asked the present Prime Minister, ^ 

P. V. Narasimhs Rao. to disclose how, wfr 
and where Netaji died after July, 1946 bccau 
it was he who had decided to confer Bhat 
'Rat rid on Netaji "posthumously". 

The Additional Solicitor-General of Ind: 
who appeared for the Union oflndia, filed t! 
affidavit of the Home Secretary of the Unit 
Government who, he said, claimed privilege f 
certain documents. The Home Secretary su 
he could not disclose the advice given to li 
President in regard tu the declaration of tl 
posthumous award of Bharat Ratna for Nelaj 

Recalling Netaji's glorious contribution to i 
dia's freedom struggle Mr Tulsi said that \ 
deciding to confer Bharat Ratna on Netaji po 
humous ly the Union Government had act 
according to law. Section 108 of the Intli 
Evidence Act says that when the question 
whether a man is aiive or dead, and it is prov . 
that he has not been heard of for seven years 
those who would naturally have heard of bin 
he had been alive the burden of proving that 
is alive is shifted to the person who affirms 

The Additional Solid tor- General submit! 
that the controversy over Netaji's death $ 
continued. But the Government decided to ct 
fer Bharat Ratna on Netaji in deference to 1 
wishes of the people of India. He said: "5tn 
1945 nobody has heard about Netaji. The f 
remains that nobody claims to have he. 
about him". 

In 1971, Mr Samar Guha made a staterm. 
that Netaji was alive. He had taken to sany 
He said Netaji would appear but he did not, t 
Guha moved a motion in Parliament, dema. 
mg a third commission of inquiry into t 
alleged death of Netaji. But some time later 
himself sought the permission of the House 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr Tulsi said there was legal provision 
cancellation of such awards. The Presidi 
acted according to law in announcing t 
award. The Union Government would > t 
withdraw the award. 

Mr Justice Sen passed an order saying t! 
the Secretary to the Education Departm* 
under the Ministry of Human Resources I 
velopment should file an affidavit givi 
reasons for the delay in filing the affidavit 
behalf of the Union of India* Mr Samar G. 
should be added as a party to this case, '1 
Union of India was directed to produce cop 
of the Khosla Commission notification. Cop 
of the Press communique issued by Kashira;. 
Bhavan announcing the aw^ard should be si 
plied to the petitioners and the added part:* 

Mr Bijon Ghosh* the writ petitioner who I 
challenged the posthumous award to Net. 
appeared in person. Mr Nigam Chakrava 
with Miss Arundhati Mufcherjee appeared 
some added parlies. Mr Tulsi appeared with . 
Rajiv Malhotra, Mr R, N, Das and Mr Susa: 
Kundu. 

The matter will come up for hearing ou : 

cember 6 
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Death still a mystery, says govt 
r 


jKGB files may solve Netaji case 


r> 


BY OUR SPECIAL 
CORRESPONDENT 


Calcutta, Sept. 29; The KGE 
archives in Moscow may provide 
i'clue to Netajps disappearance 
In Stalin’s Russia, Mr Amiyanath 
Bose,’ nephew of the freedom 
fighter, argued in Calcutta High 
Court today. 

Mr Bose* who was deposing in 
jhe case concerning conferment 
of Bharat Ratna on Netaji, wonde- 
red how the nation's highest 
award could be posthumously 
bestowed on Netaji when relev- 
ant facts concerning his demise 
were yet to be disclosed, 

\ Disputing the Khosla Commis- 
sion's inference that Subhas 
Chandra Bose had died in a plane 
crash in Taihoku, he said Dr 
Radha Binode Pal who was a 


member of the WarTrial Commis- 
sion had told NetajPs elder bro- 
ther, Sarat Bose, that the Ameri- 
can intelligence agency was of 
the opinion Netaji had reached 
Manchuria. 

Mr Bose argued that though a 
number of KGB files were 
destroyed after the Soviet 
government went out of power, 
the archives could still provide 
some evidence of NetajPs Iasi 
days in Stalin’s Russia. 

The additional solicitor gene- 
ral of the Union government, Mr 
K.T.S. Tuki, who had Flown into 
the city for this case said the Cen- 
tre’s home secretary had filed an 
affidavit claiming ‘‘privilege” 
for certain documents. 

In the affidavit, the home secre- 


tary had said he could not dis- 
close the advice given to the Pre- 
sident prior to the declaration of 
Bharat Ratna. Praising NefajPs 
role in the freedom struggle, Mr 
Tulsi agreed that Netaji's death 
was still shrouded in controver 

sy.. 

At the same jime, he argued 
that the onus of unfolding the 
mystery of Neraji's disappearan 
ce was on those who were chal- 
lenging the conclusion of the 
Khosla Commission's report. 

The Indian Evidence Act dear- 
ly stated that if a man was not 
seen or even heard of as seen for 
a period of seven years, it could 
be assumed that he was not alive 
He said even Mr Samar Guh a, -for- 
mer MP, who had raised the 


demand in Parliament that a 
third commission be appointee 
later withdrew the motion. 

Justice Shyamal Sen afterlistt 
ning to both sides ruled that ihi 
secretary of education, undt 
the ministry of human resource^ 
would file another affidavit giv 
ing reasons for its delay in sul 
mission of their affidavit, 

t 

He said Mr Samar Cuba, il 
former MP t w f ho has been reft : 
ed to by Mr Tulsi in his arugrm ; 
be added as a party in the ca* 
He directed the Centre to prot 
ce the Khosla Commission noi , 
cation and the notification reL 
ing to posthumous Bharat Rat 
award within a week. The n* 
hearing of the case has been f 
ed on December ft. 
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Ho .1/27 /91-Public 

Government of India/ Bharat Sarkar 
Ministry of Home Affairs/ Grih Mantralaya 

*#***#*•**«* 


New Delhi, the 21st October ,1993. 


To 



Shri S . K . Kundu , 

Central Government Advocate, 

Ministry of Law, Justice 8 Company Affairs, 

Branch Secretariat, 

4, K.S. Roy Road, 

Calcutta-1. 

Subject: -Engagement of Shri K.T.S. Tulsi, Additional Solicitor 
General in writ petition C.0.6720(W)/93 - Bljan Ghosh 
versus Union of India. 


Sir, 

Shri K.T.S. Tulsi, Additional Solicitor General who* 
was engaged by the Ministry of Home Affairs in the above writ 
petition represented the Union of India and the Attorney General 
also in the High Court of Calcutta on 29th September, 1993. As 
required under the Scheme of engagement of Law Officers, the 
matter regarding engagement of Shri K.T.S. Tulsi was referred to 
the Department of Legal Affairs for ex-post facto approval. The 
same has now been obtained from the Department of Legal 
Affairs. A copy of this approval has also been endorsed to you 
vide Ministry of Law 8 Justice, Judicial Section's No.F.22(2)/93 
- Judl. dated 20-10-1993. However, a copy of this approval is 
enclosed for ready reference. 

2. According to Department of Legal _ Affairs' Q.M. 

No. F. 18(11/66- Judl. dated 12th January, 1987, relating to 
revision of fee payable to Law Officers w.e.f. 1st January ,1987, 
with particular reference to para 2(a) viz. 



Auto 

-*Y 12*" *' 


"For appearances in the Supreme Court and High Courts 
at Delhi, Bombay, Calcutta, Madras and Karnataka, the 
expenditure in connection with the fee payable to Law 
Officers is to be borne by the Department of Legal 
Affairs, Ministry of Law 8 Justice. The fee bills are 
to be processed by the concerned Litigation Sections 
or the Branch Secretariat of this Department, as the 
case may be, and the payment is to be made to the 
Law Officers by them directly." 



The fee bill preferred by Shri K.T.S. Tulsi is to be processed 
by the Branch Secretariat, Calcutta and the payment is to be 
made to the Law Officer by that Secretariat directly. The bill 
/ in triplicate (duly pro-receipted) for an amount of Rs.4000/- is 
c^sent in original with the request that it may be settled 
expeditiously and payment made to Shri Tulsi as per the 
provisions contained in the O.M. referred to above read with 
Notification of even number dated 1st January ,1987, regarding the 
Law Officers' (Conditions of service) Rules, 1987, which have 
been published in the Extra-ordinary Gazette of India on 1st 
January, 1987. 

3. It is requested that action taken in the matter may be 

communicated to this Ministry also. 


Youns faithfully, 

SJ—S ,* (J J Co fa /(, 0 ‘Trj K .1 

.. -h * *4 -«■ K-T.t. (V.P. Bhatla) 

HL! *£ : mv \ j? yy* Under Secretary to the Govt, of India. 
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Judicial Section 
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The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Sfari Altaf Ahmed# ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in Vi-P.No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Chose v. 
Union of India. 


2* In the above noted matter# we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.S. Xulsi, but it appears 
from the Department's note that Shri Tulsi coulo not 
go. Shri Altaf Ahmed has# however, given his consent to 
appear in the case. He has indicated that he would like 









Department of ^egal Affairs 
Judicial Section 


The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Shri Altaf Ahmed, ASG for his appearance In the High 
Court of Calcutta in W*P.No* CO 6720/93 - Bljan Ghose v. 
Union of India* 
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2, In the abeve noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T -S . Hulsi, but it appears 
from the Department's note that Shri Tulsi coulc not 
^igo, Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear ita the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P. Parameswaran, Aodl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing. 


3. In’ view of the above, the proposal is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Law Officer. 


Submitted pi. 



S ^ t»-0 


( U.K. JHA ) l^/t— 
Assistant D e gal Adviser. 
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The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Shri Altaf Ahmed, AiiG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in W.P-No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Ghose v. 
Union of India. 


2. In the above noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.s. Hulsi, but it appears 
from the Department's note that Shri Tulsi coulc not 
go. Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear ita the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P. Parameswaran, AOdl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing. 

3. In* view of the above, the pooposal is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Law Officer. 
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Submitted pi. 




— 

i u.K. jha ) f L }n 
Assistant Degal Advisor. 









/ • - 

>Y _ to//.. 

1 ’ C. 

J Jcil ' CM C*H 








% 1 < fa 


I* 


Department of ^egal Affairs 
Judicial Section 




The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Stori Altaf Ahmed, ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in W.P.No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Ghose v. 
Union of India. 

2. In the above noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.S. Bulsi, but it appears 
from the Department* s note that Shri Tulsi could not 
go. Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear ita the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P. Parameswaran, Aodl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing. 

i 

3. In * view of the above, the proposal is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Law Officer. 




Submitted pi 


( U.K. jha ) 

Assistant Legal Adviser 
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Department of ^egal Affairs 
Judicial Section 


The proposal relates to the approval for engagentent 

of Shri Altaf Ahmed, ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in W.P.No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Ghose v. 
Union of India. 

2. In the above noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.S. Hulsi, but it appears 
from the Department's note that Shri Tulsi could not 
go, Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear ita the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be a*— 4 sted by Shri P. Pararaeswaran, Abdl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing. 

' J * * "Vi ' 

3, In’ view of the above, the pooposal is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Law Officer. 


Submitted pi . 


( U-K. JHA ) 

Assistant hegal Adviser 
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Department of ^egal Aft airs 
Judicial Section 


The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Stari Altaf Ahmed, ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in W.P.No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Ghose v. 
Union of India. 

2. In the above noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.S. Tiulsi, but it appears 
from the Department's note that Shri Tulsi coulc not 
go. Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear ifa the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P- Parameswaran, Aadl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing . 


3. In ' view of the above, the proposal is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Daw Officer. 
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Submitted pi. 
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C U*K« JHA ) ttyn 

Assistant L egal Adviser 


'-P Tj f\ .-C 


* *1* 


^ddl. S«y. 

’i 1 


4- 








2 _ 




7 


fo/f z 










r: 




" 2 . 



- C' II 

Department of ‘'egal Affairs 
Judicial Section 



The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Shri Altaf Ahmed, ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in W.P.No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Ghose v* 
Union of India. 

2. In the above noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K.T.S. Hulsl, but it appears 
from the Department* s note that Shri Tulsi could not 
go. Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear lb the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P. Parameswaran, Acdl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing. 

3. In ■ view of the above, the p^posel x.ujjiaAcxeu 

for approval on the usual t^rms and conditions as 

applicable to Law Officer. 


Submitted pi . 



Sfcrr 

{ U-K. JHA ) 

Assistant -*-egal Adviser. 
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Department of ^egal Affairs 
•Judicial Section 


The proposal relates to the approval for engagement 
of Shri Altaf Ahmed, ASG for his appearance in the High 
Court of Calcutta in W.P-No. CO 6720/93 - Bijan Ghoae v. 
Union of India, 

2 . In the above noted matter, we had earlier approved 
the engagement of Shri K,T,S, Bui si, but it appears 
from the Department's note that Shri Tulsi could not 
go, Shri Altaf Ahmed has, however, given his consent to 
appear ih the case. He has indicated that he would like 
to be assisted by Shri P» Pararaeswaran, Aodl. Government 
Advocate, CAS, Supreme Court on the next date of hearing, 

3, In view of the above, the pooposd is submitted 
for approval on the usual terms and conditions as 
applicable to Law Officer, 


, 

( U.K. JHA ) 
Assistant D e g a i Adviser, 



k 






■i 




